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1 1) D The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 
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Art Unit: 3654 

DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 
The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

Claims 1, 4-6, 8, 11-13, 16, and 19-22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by McDonald et al (U.S. Patent No. 4,034,928). 

McDonald et al discloses a continuous rolled web product comprising a core 88 (Figs. 7, 
8) having an outer surface and web 40 having a first end and a second end wrapped around the 
core. The second end of the web is positioned on the outer circumferential surface of the roll. 

The inner (first) end of the outer most bag forming the web 40 is seen to be adjacent the 
outer surface of the core. In addition, the web 40 on the roll taken as a whole extends from the 
surface of the core to the outer surface of the roll. Since the web 40 is folded, the web is 
positioned in a first direction and a second opposite direction in alternating sequence. 

With regard to claims 4, 1 1, and 19, the roll of McDonald et al could be formed by a 
process involving oscillating revolutions of a core, so it is seen to be the same as the claimed 
product. A tail is formed in each revolution of the core, a revolution being defined as the angular 
displacement between reversals in direction of the web 

With regard to claims 5, 6, 12, 13, 20, and 21, the location of the overlap formed by the 
tail upon the outer circumferential surface of the roll inherently changes for each oscillating 
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period of the roll (i.e., at least once during winding of the roll) since the tail overlaps are 
progressively located radially outward 

The roll of McDonald et al is seen to be identical to the product recited in claim 16, 19, 
and 22 since it could be formed by the process recited in those claims. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 2, 3, 7, 9, 10, 17, and 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over McDonald et al. 

McDonald et al discloses a rolled web product comprising a core or collapsible airshaft 
88 (Figs. 7, 8) having an outer surface and a web 40 having a first end and a second end wrapped 
around the core. The second end of the web is positioned on the outer circumferential surface of 
the roll. 

The inner (first) end of the outer most bag forming the web 40 is seen to be adjacent the 
outer surface of the core. In addition, the web 40 on the roll taken as a whole extends from the 
surface of the core to the outer surface of the roll. Since the web 40 is folded, the web is 
positioned in a first direction and a second opposite direction in alternating sequence. 

McDonald et al does not disclose that the web is wrapped in a first direction upon the 
core between about 1 and about 3 revolutions or between about 370 and about 720 degrees. 
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It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to wind the web 1 to 3 revolutions or 370 to 720 degrees in one direction 
since it is clear from the disclosure of McDonald et al that a satisfactory package can be 
produced using any desired size of bag and amount of overlap. Note col. 7, lines 21-39. 

Claims 14 and 15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
McDonald et al in view of Ball (U.S. Patent No. 5,3 10,056). 

McDonald et al discloses a rolled web product comprising a core or collapsible airshaft 
88 (Figs. 7, 8) having an outer surface and a web 40 having a first end and a second end wrapped 
around the core. The second end of the web is positioned on the outer circumferential surface of 
the roll. 

The inner (first) end of the outer most bag forming the web 40 is seen to be adjacent the 
outer surface of the core. In addition, the web 40 on the roll taken as a whole extends from the 
surface of the core to the outer surface of the roll. Since the web 40 is folded, the web is 
positioned in a first direction and a second opposite direction in alternating sequence. 

McDonald et al does not disclose a stacked roll assembly or first and second rolls 
containing connected web. 

Ball teaches winding web on a plurality of rolls with a first end of the web on one roll 
connected to a second end of web on another roll. 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to wind the web of McDonald et al in a plurality of connected rolls as taught 
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by Ball to provide a large supply of connected 
than a single large roll of web. 
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while providing greater web roll stability 



Response to Amendment 
Applicant's arguments filed on 17 December 2003 have been fully considered but are not 
persuasive with respect to claims 1-22. McDonald teaches that a primary objective of the 
invention is to assemble the sheets, strips or bags into assemblies on a continuous basis. The 
manner in which the product is folded forms a continuous web. 



Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. Meier (U.S. Patent No. 4,525,982) and Benoit (U.S. Patent No. 4,603,817) are cited 
to show rolls formed of web having folds or reversals. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Evan H Langdon whose telephone number is (703)-306-5768. 
The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8:30-5:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kathy Matecki can be reached on (703)-308-2688. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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